
Stephanie Kost 

From: Dave Bradley [dblfrbl@MyRealBox.corn] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Tuesday, October 28,2003 9:55 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my apposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a cons-umer and ciLizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robusti competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the-studios 'to tell technologists what.new proeucts they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged mere money for inferior. 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investmenc in DTV-capable receivers.and other aquipment. I will .lot pay more' for devices 
that limit my,rights at ths behest.of.Iiollywood.. Please do nst mandate broadcast flag, 
technology _Cor digital television. Thank ydu for your Lime. 

Sincerely, 

Dave Bradley 
7 7 7 5  Polarif SIT 
MaDle Grove. MN 55311 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

D Gates [ak-412@msn.com] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 9:50 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. AS a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elecrronics inust be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money rlor inferj.or 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag inandate, I would actually be 125s likely to nake an 
investment in DW-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digita1,television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

D Gates 
10255 NorthLake 
Olathe, KS 66061 
USA 
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Steahanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

John Kennedy ~wklives3@yahoo.com] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 8:45 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

Cktober 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Kathl.een Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consimer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate f o r  their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
-reception equipment will enable the stuclios to tell technologists what, new-products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could resultl in me being charged inore.money for inferior 
f unc t !.anal. i ty . 
If Khe PCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would acKualiy be less likeiy to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I w i l l  not pay more for devices 
cbat  1.imi.t my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not msndate.Sroadcast flag 
techrLoloqy for digital television. Thank yca for your tj.m.e.. 

Sincerely, 

John Kennedy 
2025 ?I 3rd 
Abilene, TX 79603 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Michael Taddia [rntaddia@tarnpabay.rr.corn] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 8:27 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D . C .  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writiIig.to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable,tha studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result, in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lass likely to make an 
investment in DTV--capable receivers and other equi2mant. I wili not pay more for devices 
that ].init x,y rights at the behest of Hollywood. ?lease do not mand.ate broadcast flag 
technology f o r  digital television. Thank you for yodr time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Taddia 
3917 W. North A St. 
Tampa, FL 33609 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: William Carroll [embedded-avenger@yahoo.com] 
Sent: 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: 

Tuesday, October 28,2003 8:18 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my oppo-ition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be'rooted in manufacrurers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the 9CC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actuaily.be less likely to make'an 
investmsat.in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hall-flood. Please ao not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Than!< you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

William Carroll 
6043 Gulfport Blvd. South 
Gulfuort. FL 33707  
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Sterling Price [ssprice @cox-internet.corn] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 838 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcasK flag" 
tfc!hnology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability Lo  innovate for their customers. Allowing movie sudios to'veto features of Dl'V- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they - 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
Eunct ionaii t.y . 
If thE W C  iss-iea a broadcast flag mandata, I would actually,be 1,ess'likely to m k e  an 
investment in DTTI--c.apable receivers ar.d other \?qiiipnent. 
that 1i;nit ny rights at, the  behest^ sf H o l l y w ~ ~ d .  Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
techncloijy for digit-ai television. 'l'hank you ior -,'oilr t ine .  

Sincerely, 

Sterling Price 
705 Baylor 
Bentcnville, AR 72712 
USA 

I ,vi.ll not pay more for devices 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Christopher phillips [chris@christophersweb.corn] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Tuesday, October 28,2003 8:09 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing t o  voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception .equipment will enable the studios.to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me a.ctually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC .iss!i.es 3 ,broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to make a n  
investment .in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay mcre for devices 
that limit my,righcs at the behest of Hollywogd. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your tine. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher phillips 
PO BOX 113.15 
Cincinnati, OH 4533.1 
USA 
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Steahanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jeffrey L. Dornbach ueff@jldsysterns.corn] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 5:37 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technolo= for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel strongly that such a 
Bolicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market.for consumer electronics must be rooned in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actual1.y want, and it could reslllt in me being charged more money for inEerior 
functionality. 

If the ?CC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less ~likelir to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other eqiipmenn. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest o€.Hollywood. Please dc; nnt mandate broadcast flag 
tEchnology for digital television. Thank you for 'your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey L. Dombach 
2818 Marienta Avenue 
Lancaster, PA 17601 
USA 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Michael Valeri [MikeCheckStudios@ hotrnail.corn] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 5:35 PM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Jona-than Adelstein, 

1 am writing t@ voice my oppositi.on to any FCC-mandated a3oQtioii of '"broadcast flag" 
r.echnologv for digital television. As a consumer and cinizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A sobust, competitive market for consumer electronics mist be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studiosto veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what.newproducts they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actua1l.y want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
f ur.c t ionali t y . , .  

If the ?CC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I :nrculrl actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other ecpi ipment .  I will not :Jay more for devices 
that limit: iny'rights at The behest. of Hollywooc:. Please do aot  mandate broddcast flag 
tec:?no:torn! :For digital television. 'Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Valeri 
1401 East Harrison Street 
8105 
Seattle, WA 98112 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Bryan Arrnbruster [b.rn.armbruster@att.net] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Tuesday, October 28, 2003 5:21 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 2 8 ,  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fla3" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel. strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in.manuEacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Al1,owing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists wha.t new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don'.t necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
iinct ionali ty . 

If the I'CC issues a broadcast flag mindate,,.I would actually be less likely to make an 
invest!nent in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. 1 will ;lot pay more for devices 
that limit,.my righcs at the behest of Hollywood. Please d3 not mandate broadcast flag 
technol.cgy for di.gital television. Thank yon for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Bryan Armbruster 
1.L754 Ivy Ridge Drive 
North Royalton, OH 44133 
USA 
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From: Jake Brenneise [jake-b@swlink.com] 
Sent: 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: 

Tuesday, October 28,2003 5:iO PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

3 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption.of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers.. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new-products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
iike me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more xoney for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcasE flag mandate, I would actualbi be less likely To make an 
investment in DTV-.capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for 6evices 
that limit ny rights at the behest of Iroliywood.. Plessa do not man?ate 5roadcast ilag 
tPchnology for digital t.elevision. Thank you fcr your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jake Brenneise 
3022 W. Cactus Wren Drive 
Phoenix, AZ 85051 
USA 
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From: Jim Frogge [jirnfrogge@myrealbox.corn] 
Sent: 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: 

Tuesday, October 28,2003 5:03 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28,  2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

S,ear ,Jonathan Adels tein, 

1 am writing to voice my opposir.ion to any FCC-mansated adoption of."broadcast Flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen'I .feel strongly that such a' 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A rzbust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
abilj.ty to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what ccnsumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged-more money fGr infer-ior 
f unc t. i ona 1 it y . . ,  

If.the FCC issues a broadcast flag nandate, I would actually be l.ess likely tz rnakf an 
investment. in D?'V-capable recei-less and other equipment, I will not piy more fo:: 3evI'ce.s 
that limit my rights at the behest of aollywood. Please Co m r  manciate broadcast flag 
r.echr,.ology for digital television. Thank you for your timz. ~ . 

Sincerely, 

.Jim Frogge 
5 5 0  W Broohont Blvd 
Kanlcakee, :I, 60901 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Alan Fisher [abbadon@tesco.net] 
Tuesday, October 28, 2003 4:51 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

. A  robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
abj.lity to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception-equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't nscessarily reflect what consumers 

iunctionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
in-festment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I wil.1 not pay more for devices 
that limit. my rights at the behest of I1oll.ywood. Please do no: mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you €or your time. 

Sincerely. 

Alan Fisher 
348 Blackstock Road 
Gleadless Valley 
Sheffield, S14 1GA 
United Kingdom 

. . like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Jared Liebl [j78317@zoornnet.net] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Tuesday, October 28,2003 4:25 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptiori of "broadcast flag" 
technology For digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable-the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be loss likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I wil;. nGt pay more fGr devices 
that limit my rights at. the behest of IIollywood. Please do not mandate bro?.dcast .€lag 
techr,ology for digital te1evi:;ion. Thank you for ysur time. 

Sincerely, 

Jared Lieid 
1 8 0 9  Z Bell-eview F1 
Milwaukee, WI 5 3 2 1 1  
USA 

39 



Steohanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Vance Holbrook [iwuzwhatiwuz@yahoo.corn] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 4:23 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Ccmmissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandates adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technoloqg for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the .ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer e1ec:tzonics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable.,the studios to tell technologists what .new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like ne actually want, and it could result in me being charyed.more money for inferior 
funct.ionali ty . 

If the FCC iss.ies a broadcast flay mandate, I would ictuslly be less likely to make an 
investment i;i DTV-.capable receivers and other quipment. I wi1.l n3t pay more f o r  devices 
that limit m!( .rights at thc behest of Iiollqwood. Please do not mandate bnadcast flag 
t.echnoi?,yy for diyj.tal teie!vi.sion. Thank ycu f c r  ycur rime. 

Sincerely, 

Vance Holbrook 
2345 Tri-county Rd 
Seaman. OH 45679 
USA 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Michael Sirnpson [roverandom44 @yahoo.corn] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 4:09 PM 
Cornrnmoner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washingt.on, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

L am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptisn of '"broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. 3s a consumer and citizec, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto featuzes of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the. studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't. necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the ECC issues a broadcast flag mandate, Lwsuld actually be less likely to make an 
investment Fn DT'J-capsble receivers axd o.ther equipmer.t. I will not pay more fo r  devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Xollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast ilag 
technolcgy for digital teievision. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Simpson 
3317 seal Rd 
Franklin, OH 45005 
USA 
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Steohanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Mark Sobell [rnark@sobell.corn] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 4:08 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopLion of "broadcast flay" 
technology for digital television. As a consuner and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
poli.cy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to.innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists~what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
Functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be 1.ess likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. ?lease do not mandat-e brGadcast f l a g  
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerciy, 

Mark Sobell 
3667 24TH ST APT 3. 
San Francisco, CA 94110 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Genevieve Barlow [gpb2@ hotrnail.corn] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 353 PM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, conpetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing.movie studios.to veto features of D W -  
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technoloyists.what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actualiy want, and it could result in me being charged'more money €or inferior 
f unc t i. onal i ty . 
If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
i.nvestnent in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. l' .will not pay more f9r devices 
that limit m.y rights at t k  behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcasE flag 
technology for digital. television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Genevieve Barlow 
789 Clarkson # l o 0 5  
Denver, CO 80218 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Colby DeGraaf [hypercyber99@yahoo.corn] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Tuesday, October 28,2003 3:17 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption oi "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumsr and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually wanc, and it could result in ne being charged more money €or inferior 
functionality . 
if the FCC issues a.broadcasc flag mandate, I would actudlly be ,1255: likely to make an 
investrnent.in.DTWcapable receivers and other equipment. 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. ?lease do not mandare broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Colby DeGraaf 
9 3 5 g  11th Street North 
Apt # 2 0 8  
Saint Petersburg, FL 33716 
USA 

I w i l l  not pay more for devices 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Jell Dubin [Id-elf @drearnallday.corn] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 3:02 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandare lor Digital Televiston 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernothy, 

I am writing to urge the FCC to oppose mandated "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. To encourage such a system would be d huge setback for consumer rights, would 
stifile innovation, and ultimately stunt the growth of the DTV revolution. 

AS an owner of high-definition digital television equipment, a subscriber to digital 
television services via cable television, and a Tivo owner, I highly value my ability to 
chose how and when I view television programs and movies. No matter how enhanced a 
picture I might receive, I wouldn't trade it for my ability.to record, playback, and copy 
programs. 

While I respect the fact that media mega-corporations want to protect their reveriue 
stream, we heard similar argunents against VCR technalogy in the early S O ' S ,  yet when 
ailpwed to exist, VCRs revitalized the movie industry. fieri :hew same mega-corps g3t 
their way and implenented do-not-copy techno.logy into the digital audio DAT. format, that 
format. never caught 3n outside the professional audio world and all hu t  died. 

If "broadcast flag" technology limiting the ability for consumers to control wher. and how 
they watch programming is implemented, expect consumers to completely reject digital 
television, starting with me as I get rid of any existing digital.television equipment I 
own, rendered useless by this technology. 

Lastly, 
recorder. Please understand that "broadcast flag" technology, ripping the ability to 
record from the hands of consumers and placing it into those of Big Media, would be the 
end of these devices. 

Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your 
time . 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Dubin 
295 Park Ave S Apt 8C 
New York, NY 10010 
USA 

I urge you to consider how much FCC Chairman Michael Powell enjoys his Tivo video 
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From: Sean McDermott [audionut44@yahoo.com] 
Sent: 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: 

Tuesday, October 28,2003 2:51 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital 'Television 

Octcber 28, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writzin:; to voice my opposition t.0 any FCC-imndated adQption of. "broadcast flag" 
ffclmology for digital television. A s  a consumer and citizen, I feel snron.gly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

X robust, ccnipstitive market for consumer electronics m u s t  be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIT- 
reception equipment will enable the studios.to tell technologists.whdt new-products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necsssarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result iq me being charged more money f o r  inferior 
f unc t isnali ty I 

If the FCC isslies 3. broadcast flag mandate, I wokis actually be less likely to make an 

that limit my ri-ghtr; at the behest 3 f  HO~~YVJOX~. Please do not maxiat.e hroadcast flag 
l-%.chnolcgy for digital relevision. Thank. you Eor y70ur time. 

Sincerely, 

Sean McDe:mott 
9820 Seaver FI3llow 
Charlotte, NC 28269 
USA 

.investment in D'FJGcapnh1.e receivers and othe- quuipment. I will not pay ncre for .devices 
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Steahanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Gareth Arch [Lampei@yahoo.com] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 2:38 PM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any XC-nandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

~A robust, competitive market for consurcer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate €or their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
L-eception equipment will enable the studiosrto tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products. that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could.result in me being charged nore money for inferior 
functionality. 

'if the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
illvestment in WTV-capable receivers ,and other equipment. 

technology for digital television. Thank .you for yo-ur the. 

Sincerely, 

Gareth Arch 
2251 Saint Charles Dr 
Clearwater, FL 33764 
USA 

I will not pay more for devices 
, , .  Chat limit my rights at the behest of H ~ . ~ l l y w o o ~ I ;  Please 30 not mandate broadcast.flng 

47 



Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dan Hudson [ddhbusiness@comcast.net] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 2:33 PM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28,  2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my oppositiou to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flay" 
technology fnr digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive rnarket for consunier electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products Lhey 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, 
functionality. 

If the PCC issues a broadcast flag nanclate, I would actually be-less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capsble receivers and 0the.r equipment. 
t.hat limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technoiogy for digital te1evision:Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Dan Hudson 
431 NW 100th Place. Apt 413 
Seattle, WA 98177 
USA 

and it could result .in me being charged more money for inferior 

I will not pay more fcr devices 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Benjamin K [benjamin@bmasf.com] 
Tuesday, October 28,2003 2:27 PM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 2 8 ,  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptj-on of "brosdcasc fl3y" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must. be rooted. in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate €or their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
.eception equipment will enable.the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could resulr. in me being charged nore money for inferior 
func tionali.ty . 

If the X C  issues a broadcast.flag mandate, 'I would actually'be less lilkcly to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and 3ther equipment. I will not psy more for deviczs 
that limit: my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast. flag 
techn3logy i o r  digital relevision. Thank you f o r  your rime. 

Slncereiy, 

Benjamin K 
35 South Park 
San Francisco, CA 94107 
USA 
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From: Chris Valdez [chris@chris-and-sara.com] 
Sent: 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: 

Tuesday, October 28,2003 2:19 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to.voice my opposition to any ?CC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consuiner and citizen, I .€eel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer righcs, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competj-tive market for aonsumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell- technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want. and it could result in me being charged 1iiore.money for inferior 
functicnality. 

1.f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actllally br'less likely tu make an 
investment in DTV-cspnble receivers and other equi2ment. 1 will not ga.y inore for devices 
that lj.m<t my rights at the behest of Ho:Lly,vood. Please do not mandate :-roadcast flzq 
techxology for digital television. Thank you €or your time. 

Sincerely, 

Chris Valdez 
186 Avram Ave Apt 3 4  
Etohnert Park, CA 94928  
USA 
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From: Amy Hurst [feistyred25@hotmail.com] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Tuesday, October 28,2003 2:19 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Aberriathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics mist be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable.the- studios to tel1,technologists what-new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
-like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more fer devices 
that limit my rights at the behesir df H o L l T y w o c d .  Please do not mandate broadcast Flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Amy Hurst 
6935 Lafayette Ave. 
Omaha, NE 68132 
USA 
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